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This is a communication from the examiner in charge of your application. 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

OFFICE ACTION SUMMARY 

[J Responsive to communication(s) filed on A ia^lVt *A j Vflft b 



l^j This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formaJ matters, prosecution as to the merits Is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 D.C. 11 ; 453 O.G. 213. 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire T-tVg-C-B- month (s), or thirty days, 

whichever is longer, from the mailing date of this communication. Failure to respond within the period for response will cause 
the application to become abandoned. (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 37 CFR 
1.136(a). 

Disposition of Claims 

__j[ Claim(s) \ — \b j ift - Jx> / JX-jX^ 4T[ ^3JL> is/are pending in the application. 

Of the above, claim (s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

□ Oaim(s) is/are allowed. 

Claim(s) \- ifa } ift - XO 4^- JUT^ <**A An -3lJ is/are rejected. 

Clajm(s) is/are objected to. 

Q Claim (s) '_ are subject to restriction or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

Q See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved □ disapproved. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

[_] The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d). 

O All O Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) . 



□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 
*Certified copies not received: 



__]* Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 
Attachments) 

□ Notice of Reference Cited, PTO-892 

□ Infonration Disclosure Statements), PTO- 1449, Paper No(s). 

|~] Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Draftperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 
n Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 

-SEE OFFICE ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGES- 

PTOL-326 (Rw. 9/96} - * ULS. GPO: 1996-404-496/4051 7 
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Part III DETAILED ACTION 

Defective Reissue Oath/Declaration 

1. The reissue oath or declaration filed with this application 
is defective because it fails to particularly specify the errors 
and/or how the errors relied upon arose or occurred as required 
under 37 CFR 1.175(a)(5). Included are inadvertent errors in 
conduct , i.e., actions taken by the applicant, the attorney or 
others . before the original patent issued, which are alleged to 
be the cause of the actual errors in the patent. This includes 
how and when the errors in conduct arose or occurred, as well as 
how and when these errors were discovered. Applicants attention 
is directed to Hewlett-Packard v. Bausch & Lomb, 11 USPQ2d 1750, 
1758 (Fed. Cir. 1989) . 

The previous attorney should come in with a statement 
corroborating the allegation that the error arose due to his lack 
of understanding the scope of the invention as stated by the 
applicant, since the former attorney is the one that most 
familiar with the circumstances (see applicant's declaration, 
page 2, 2nd paragraph) . 

2. The applicant is required to submit corroborating 

af f idavit (s) from the former United States attorney to support 
the statement that the error arose because applicant and /or 
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applicant's attorney failed to fully appreciate the scope of the 
invention as per 37 CFR 1.175(b). 



3. Claims 1-16, 18-20, 22-25 and 27-32 are rejected as being 
based upon a defective reissue declaration under 35 U.S.C. § 251. 
See 37 C.F.R. § 1.175. 

Conclusion 

4. Applicant's arguments filed August 19, 1996 have been fully 
considered but they are not deemed to be persuasive. 

The applicant is required to submit corroborating 
aff idavit fs) from the former United States attorney to support 
the statement that the error arose because applicant and/or 
applicant's attorney failed to fully appreciate the scope of the 
invention as per 37 CFR 1.175(b). 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a). 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE TO THIS FINAL 
ACTION IS SET TO EXPIRE THREE MONTHS FROM THE DATE OF THIS 
ACTION. IN THE EVENT A FIRST RESPONSE IS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS 
OF THE MAILING DATE OF THIS FINAL ACTION AND THE ADVISORY ACTION 
IS NOT MAILED UNTIL AFTER THE END OF THE THREE-MONTH SHORTENED 
STATUTORY PERIOD, THEN THE SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD WILL EXPIRE 
ON THE DATE THE ADVISORY ACTION IS MAILED, AND ANY EXTENSION FEE 
PURSUANT TO 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a) WILL BE CALCULATED FROM THE 



Rejection, Defective Reissue Oath 
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MAILING DATE OF THE ADVISORY ACTION. IN NO EVENT WILL THE 
STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE EXPIRE LATER THAN SIX MONTHS FROM 
THE DATE OF THIS FINAL ACTION. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed 
to Matthew Luu at telephone number (703) 305-4850. 

M. Luu: 1>L- 
November 5, 1996 




MARK R. POWELL 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
ART UNIT 2415 



